
Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th 5treet, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding mom 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mom; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flenbility that I enjoy. 

If the mwe to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flenble, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast telension, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Oh, and one more thing. Back in the early days of broadcast television, the medium was considered a 
public service. Besides the programming paid for by advertisers, television broadcasters were also used 
as a means of getting vital information out to the public i n  times of emergencies: natural disasters, civil 
defense warnings, or official government information. This was and s t i l l  could be a very important part of 
the dissemination of much needed information. However, i f  the possibility exists, through the use of this 
"broadcast flag," that I may not be able to time-shift my programming by use of legally obtained and used 
personal recording technology, then I would have NO reason to have the technology a t  all. Hence, a vital 
means of receiving national, regional, or local information in times of emergency would be a t  the mercy 
of the content authors. The big losers in this would be the Amencan people and the democratic political 
process that you in  washington halve benefited from. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Adams 
617 Westview Dr 
Clermont, FL 34711 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

It all boils down to  this: Are you willing to  restrict the already battered fair-use rights of American 
consumers by implmenting something that will likely not even slow down the true pirates? 

..... 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital telension equipment. That transition wll be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if swtching 
dwsn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding r m m  
for yet another device in my living rwm. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content .- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; d i p  a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mwie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It at  my 
fnends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remwe this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the mwe to digital television does not make the public's newing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Richard R. Jefferson 
12149 Quick Fox Court 
Bristow. VA 20136 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, IX 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear C h r m a n  Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag ” I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restnct the way I enjoy television. 

The digtal television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment That transition wdI be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if sw~tching doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buyng new high-resolution 
displays, and findmg room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hnder the transition by malang us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addihon, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today’s 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - I can mod@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it  at my friend’s apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digtal telewsion does not make the public’s viewing expenence more enjoyable, 
flexlble, and exciting, what compelling reamn do I have as a consumer to buy new dlgital 
equpment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

I m  Jordan 
46798 Graham Cove Square 
Sterling, VA 20165 
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Fnday, October 24 2003 

Charman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Charman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 1 am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The d~g~ ta l  television transition relies on convlncing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That bansition will be far more palatable to me as  a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by malang us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addrtron, I am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With todays 
technology, I can te more than a passive recipent of content - I can modrfy, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove th~s 
control and flexlbility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense wlth all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David IGnder 
1713 Lavendale Circle 
Knomlle, TN 37920 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living rwm. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; d i p  a small piece of TV and splice it into a home m o m ;  send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's mewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Helwg 
12 Front S t  
Northumberland. PA 17857 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of smtching t o  and b y i n g  
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to me as a consumer if smtching 
doesn't mean discardlng my existing home network, b y i n g  new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the 
transition by making us b y  special-purpose DTV dences that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technolqy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture I s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast telension, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by oppming the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Conor Allen 
365 Bardwell St .  
Belchertown. MA 01 W7 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution dlsplays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transitin 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an emall clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment?A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Giffen 
405 W Centennial BLVD 
Springfield, OR 97477 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

AS a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living rwm.  Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flenbil ity that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Wilkinson 
7A Charlesbank Way 
Waltham, MA 02453 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast telensmn, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I m gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

I feel that fair use requires that a person who has paid for the media that is recordable be able to record for 
thier own use any program that is broadcast over the air free from a broadcast station which is licensed by 
the fcc. 

The digital television transition rehes on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution daplays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by m&ng u s  buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addihon, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicahons of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can mod@, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; chp a small piece of TV and sphce it into a home movle; send an e d  clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relahve; or  record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digtal transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Darryl Roberts 
221 north monroe 
Macomb, IL 61455 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, OC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadca! vision. I s. an r Dro cts. I urae 1 01 . I Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption oi a "b;oadcastilag.'I am concerned that a 
broadcast flag regulation, as currently envisioned, goes to  far in restricting my faor use of the video media. 

With current consumer electronics, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can edit, create, 
and reformat for my own enjoyment and use. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and 
splice it into a home movle; send an email cllp of vldeo content that I create myself to friends and relatlves; 
or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's place. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  
remove these fair uses that I, as a consumer, have become accustomed to and vehemently protest efforts 
to restrict. 

I should not need to point out that the digital television transition, which has a long way to go, relies on 
convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying digital television equipment. That transltlon 
will be jeopardized if current fair uses are restricted and existing newly-purchased DTV equipment must be 
replaced already with equipment that is compatible with a broadcast flag. 

As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the  digital transition by opposing 
the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Donald Stimson 
9027 143rd Ave SE 
Renton, WA 98059 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital televlsion equipment. That bansibon wll  be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addibon, I am veryconcerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - I can modify, create, and 
parhcipate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexlble, and excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV pcture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer eqlupment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Aboolare 
4025 f iver  Edge Rd. 
Cleveland OH 441 11 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commlsslon to  vote against the adoption of a 'broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living rwm. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mone; send an email clip 
of my chllds football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the m w e  to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag ... 

... >besides it would not hurt america to  turn off the tv and pick up a book once in  a while and try to  free 
their mind instead of poisoning it. 

Sincerely, 

Jesus Arreola 
7901 North Niles Avenue 
Skokie, I1 60077 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The dlgital televLsion iransition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my enstmg home network, b u y q  new high-resoluhon &plays, and f in&q room 
for yet another dence in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control 
and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to dlgital televlsion does not make the public's newmg experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A nicer TV picture 
IS hardly enough reason for me to dspense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast tlag. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Jacot 
1759 Green Valley Road 
Dandle.  CA 94526 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean dircardlng my exkting home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and flndlng room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. Ican  
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
plcture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transtion by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kent Schwartz 
3333Camden Drive 
Flower Mound, TX 75028 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's technology, I can be 
more than a passive recipient of content -- I can participate. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove 
this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

As a citizen and consumer, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag, 

Sincerely, 

David Cheney 
6575 Crown Blvd 
San lose, CA 95120 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

Of course, without the broadcast flag, programmers are free to restrict use by stating the laws already 
protecting their content. I am confident that the vast majonty of consumers are law abiding. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living rwm. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With todays 
techndqy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content .. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for m e  to  dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronia and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Peter Carmel 
660 San Patricio Ave 
Sunnyvale, CA 94086 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer producis, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

It seems that the broadcast flag is designed more to help broadcasters and content producers than to 
promote the overall wellfare of our nation. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolubon displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living mom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can mod*, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mone; send an email clip of my 
clulds football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

In short, the broadcast flag seems designed to remove or restrict freedoms that I currently enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the pubhc's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what cornpeUing reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the dgital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Fred Clift 
3031 North Comanche Ln 
Provo, UT 84604 
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Friday, October 24  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the  benefits o f  switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  m e  as  a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose D l V  
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small  piece of  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or remrd  a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  the  move to  digital television does not make the  public'sviewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier lV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  to  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

John F. Coughlan 
1200 Coral Lane 
Englewood, FL34224 
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Friday. October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my emting home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and Computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Handley 
3925 161st Ave SE 
Bellevue. WA 98006 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumen of the benefits of switching to and buying 
dlgital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. I don't have the 
finances to keep replacing all of my equipment. You would basically start loslng people who can't afford to  
buy new stuff. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicatlons of the broadcast flag. With today% 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a dlstant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It at my frlend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a cRizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. I don't use cable, I can't afford cable1 I Just want to be able to watch N 
without someone telling me what I can watch, when I watch it, or if I want to tape it and watch it later. 

Sincereiy, 

C. Allen 
Po Box 3894 
Humble, TX 77347 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cha~rman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commurucabons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The &@tal television transibon relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MF'AA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With todays 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a dlstant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my fnend's a m e n t .  The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and fleldbilitythat I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewng experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prether TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas R Reardon 
1625 9TH AVE W 
Seattle, WA 981 19 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, ekctronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumets of the benefits of swrtching to and buying 
dlgital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discardlng my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making u< buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With todafs 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of N and spllce it into a home movie; send an emall clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
prture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

AS far as I am concerned, this broadcast flag is a blatant, Orwellian attempt a t  control and a COMPLETE 
DISincentive to purchase ANY equipment that makes use of it. The equipment manufacturers are on notice 
that I will not purchase ANY equipment that uses this flag to destroy my rights. 

Sincerely, 

Larry 
Henry Ct 
Dobbs Ferry, NY 10522 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadeest flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existmg home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devlces that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and sphce it into a home movle; send an email chp of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my fneods 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to dlgital telension does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer lo buy new dlgital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcnst flag. 

Smcerely, 

Anne Uys 

Fort Worth, TX 76107 
3774 w 5th St. 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

The "broadcast flag" is a smoke screen by the entertainment industry that has nothing to do with preventing 
large scale piracy and everything to do with controling the law abiding customer The technology IS too weak 
to prevent a financially (or politically) motivated pirate from making copies on a large scale It will only serve 
to force ordinary consumers to buy equipment they don't need and that doesn't operate the way they want 

If the industry wants to shoot themselves in the foot, that's their business, and I don't expect the government 
to stop them But at the same time. I demand that the government not be an acomplice in the industries 
attempt to circumvent the free market andlor sabatoge "fair use" 

Sincerely, 

William R Soley 
11 90 Archer Way 
Campbell, CA 95008 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I '  I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation wbuld restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my exlsting home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do n d  allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later. clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enJoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelltng reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and Computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Steve Kelly 
25124 S Loma Linda Dr 
Beavercreek. OR 97004 


